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Sir H. Curtis Bennett
poisoning; but they say up to that date, 22nd August, because
there was vomiting that,   therefore, there was evidence  on that
day  of  arsenical  poison.       Of   course,   it  is easy  to  take one
symptom,  as Dr.   Steed said to the Attorney-General,   and say,
if she was suffering from vomiting on the 22nd August, is not that
a symptom of arsenical poisoning?    Of courae it is, but you have
to see what her past medical history has been; and if there was
vomiting that day, are you, because it is consistent with arsenical
poisoning, to shut out everything else and say, " We are satisfied
that  she  was  suffering  from   arsenical   poisoning "1    They pass
then to the tests, the albumen and peripheral neuritis which came
on a few weeks after.      It is not suggested there is no evidence
of rheumatism or neuritis, or that it was likely to become multiple
neuritis.      There was evidence of it for years past, but because
they started with this suspicion of Major Armstrong, then when1
you get symptoms of multiple neuritis it is said to be due to
arsenic.    The history of the case is the other way.    You can test
again whether  that disease from which she was suffering in the
latter half  of  1920 was  due to  arsenical  poisoning or natural
causes.     You can test it in the bonb possible way, because it was
agreed to by Dr. Salisbury, as well as by T)r. Toogoorl, Dr. Ainslie,
and Dr.  Steed, that the administration of arsenic to the extent
of l/7th of a grain a day,  if she was sniftering from arsenical
poisoning at that time, would retard her progress, and in their
opinion it would have brought out arsenical symptoms again, which
undoubted  fact was brought out by the  Attorney-General when
examining those doctors.    This is a question  about which there
can be no dispute.    Is it not a case of working back and saying,
because she was suffering from that on the 22nd wo come to the
conclusion that she was taking arsenic in 1920?    But of this there
can be no  dispute,  that during the whole time that Mrs. Arm-
strong was in Barn wood Asylum she was improving all the time,
Is not that (you will consider it, and I only put ib forward for
your consideration) one of the best tests you can take?   How can
you in the face of that evidence say, " We are Ratisfied that she
was siiiTering from arsenical poisoning "?    It is the strongest test
you can get,  and Dr.  Spilsbury was bound to admit iix cross-
examination by me that if she was suffering from arsenical poison-
ing you would expect her to have at any rate her progress re-
tarded,, and it would probably have brought out other symptoms,
and yet you find that administration of arsenic of l/7th of a grain
and her suffering from auto-intoxication, and if she was suffering
from auto-intoxication you would expect, says Dr. Spilsbury and
the other doctors, that she would be getting better from day to
day, and that is what she did do.    I believe that you can appreciate
that as easily as I can; but when you come to consider your verdict
in this case, take that very seriously into your consideration, and
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